.
The lattice with the highest coordination number having the smallest number of singularities, we expect (Table IV) .
We then calculate y (Table IV) (Table V) and the honeycomb lattice (Table VI) . [10, 11, 12, 7] the face centredcubic(F.C.C.), the body centred cubic (B.C.C.), the simple cubic (S.C.), and the diamond (D.) with decreasing coordination numbers. From our two dimensional experience we expect the best results to come from the F.C.C. lattice which has always been known to give a smaller value of y [12] .
The results by direct analysis are given on tables VI I, VIII, IX, X respectively. It is remarkable that the three first lattices give values smaller than the commonly quoted value [ 13] , 1.250 . For the last one the diamond, the convergence is too poor and nothing can be said. [12, 14] .
To discover the reason for such a deviation and to check the consistency of our results we have then estimated V, for all lattices (Tables Xl, 11 , XIII, XIV respectively). For the three dimensional lattices, specially the F.C.C. and B.C.C., by contrast, the convergence seems to be very rapid as already noticed by other authors [8] . (Table XVII) . [15] .
This value is definitively lower than the quoted value [ 1 ] : : So that the discrepancy in the relation [16] :
is reduced from 0.030 to 0.024 but does not disappear. 
